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Sir: 

.Claims 1-12, 15, and 16 are pending in this application, with claims 2-4, 7-11, and 15 
being withdrawn. 1 In reply to the June 6, 2007 Office Action, Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration of the pending claims at least in light of the following remarks. 

Claims 1, 5, 6, 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as 
allegedly indefinite. Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

Relying on MPEP §2106(II)(C), the Office Action alleges that "capable of," recited in 
claims 1,12, and 16 "provides or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed 
or does not limit the scope of a claim or claim limitation." However, the Office Action's 
reliance on MPEP §2106(H)(C) is misplaced for at least the following four reasons. 

1 Applicants maintain that the withdrawal of elected claims 2-4, 7-11, which are in elected 
Group I and read on the elected Species El, D and Da is improper and has not been addressed 
by any Office Action, in spite of Applicants' express request. However, as linking claim 16 
and generic claim 1 are allowable for the reasons discussed herein, Applicants simply reserve 
the traversal of the improper withdrawal at this time. 


